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 1 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature of the Case 
 
 In his appellant’s brief, Mr. Ashford argued that the district court’s no contact order is 
invalid because it does not expire on a specific date and that his sentence is excessive in light of 
the mitigating factors in his case.  This reply brief addresses the State’s argument with respect to 
the first issue, in which the State correctly argues that Mr. Ashford cannot raise the validity of 
the no contact order for the first time on appeal.  The State’s argument on the second issue does 
not warrant a response.     
  
 
 
 2 
ISSUES 
I. Did the district court err by failing to include a specific expiration date for its no contact 
order? 
 
II. Did the district court abuse its discretion when it sentenced Mr. Ashford to life in prison, 
with twenty years fixed, for lewd conduct? 
 
 
 
 3 
ARGUMENT 
I. 
 
The District Court Erred By Failing To Include A Specific Expiration Date For Its No Contact 
Order  
 
 In his opening brief, Mr. Ashford argued that the no contact order in this case is invalid 
because it does not contain a specific expiration date as required by Idaho Criminal Rule 46.2.  
(See Appellant’s Brief, p.4.)  In response, the State correctly notes that Mr. Ashford did not 
object to the no contact order below; therefore, Mr. Ashford cannot raise the issue for the first 
time on appeal as it involves a non-constitutional error.  (Respondent’s Brief, pp.3–5.)  
Mr. Ashford therefore wishes to withdraw the first issue in this appeal.  He continues to assert, as 
argued in the second issue, that the district court abused its discretion by sentencing him to life in 
prison, with twenty years fixed.  (See Appellant’s Brief, pp.5–7.) 
   
CONCLUSION 
Mr. Ashford respectfully requests that this Court reduce the fixed portion of his sentence 
to ten years. 
 DATED this 22nd day of March, 2016. 
 
      __________/s/_______________ 
      MAYA P. WALDRON 
      Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
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